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counties are counties nearby these regional 
centers (READ Codes 32, 42, 52), and 28 of 
these counties have total populations under 
20,000.  Madison and Beaverhead Counties are 
two of these 28 counties nearby BLM lands with 
these population characteristics.  The others are 
in Idaho, Oregon, Wyoming, Utah, and New 
Mexico.  This group of 28 counties are referred 
to as “BLM peer counties” and used in 
interpreting some of the trends in Madison and 
Beaverhead Counties.  Between 1980 and 1990, 
the combined population of these 28 counties 
grew by less than one percent.  But, between 
1990 and 2000, the population of these counties 
grew by over 12 percent.  Beaverhead’s 
population grew by only 2 percent in the ‘80s 
and by 9 percent in the ‘90s, while Madison 
County’s population grew by 9 percent and 15 
percent, respectively, for the two periods.  So, 
for areas like these nearby BLM lands, 
population growth increased considerably during 
the last decade.  
 
Figure 5 shows annual population change in 

Trends and patterns of change in the counties 
closely parallel each other, although it can be 
seen that since the mid-90s population growth is 
trending up in Madison County and trending 
down in Beaverhead County.  Madison County’s 
growth may be in part explained by rapid growth 
occurring in its nearby regional center of 
Bozeman, which is growing much more rapidly 
than Butte, the closest regional center of 
Beaverhead County.  Madison County also has a 
greater dependence on travel and tourism, which 
have been growing in the West, and this also 
may account for its moderately higher rate of 
growth in population.  Both Madison and 
Beaverhead Counties experienced considerable 
population growth in the early and mid-90s.  
This growth coincides with fairly dramatic shifts 
in migration patterns in the western United 
States during this period.  Net migration, once 
heavily focused in California and in major metro 
areas in other states, shifted somewhat during 
the ‘90s with high rates of net migration 
occurring among many non-metro and rural 
counties in certain regions of the West, 

Figure 5: Annual Population Change in Madison and 
Beaverhead Counties
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This shift in migration patterns led to 
significantly higher rates of net in-migration in 
many areas of western Montana where these two 
counties are located.  Figure 6 shows population 
change for Madison and Beaverhead Counties 
by component; comparing growth resulting from 

net migration – or the net of people moving to 
and from the area during a given period of time 
– versus population change resulting from what 
is referred to as “natural change” – the net of 
area births and deaths during a period of time.  
During the 1980s, Madison County’s population 


